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castigation,    the    sensitive    Churchill    winced    under   the
lash.
In spite of the sardonic raillery of his premises, Snowden
was evidently going to have some difficulty with his argument.
He had delivered himself gagged and bound into the hands of
his enemies. The Tory case was based on a Memorandum
which Sir Richard Hopkins, the Controller of Finance at the
Treasury, had put before the Royal Commission on Unemploy-
ment, This document had, in accordance with ordinary
departmental practice, been submitted to the Chancellor of
the Exchequer, and the Chancellor had told the House that
he had authorized its use in evidence as a statement of facts.
e Surely,5 Sir Worthington-Evans had said, c it is without
precedent that the principal financial officer of the Govern-
ment should make a statement of facts which convicts the
Government of a flagrant disregard of the canons of sound
finance. Never before has a Chancellor of the Exchequer
been condemned by his own officer for pursuing a course
recognized to be unsound.'
That was the gravamen of the attack, and that was the
charge that the Chancellor evaded in his reply. He evaded it
because of the difficulty of even so clever a dialectician as
Snowden in confuting an argument with which he agrees.
Sir Richard Hopkins was stating the Treasury view of the
financial situation, which was the view of the City, Mr.
Montagu Norman, and the Bank of England. The Treasury
view was the orthodox Conservative view. It is safe to say
that there has never been a Socialist among its higher officials.
Although it is assumed that officials in Government depart-
ments are outside the sphere of Party politics, it is easy to
understand how difficult it would be for a Socialist to hold
any of the higher posts of the Civil Service. When the Labour
Party came into office, there was no change in the staffs.
Officials who had been advising Conservative Ministers on
the administration of Conservative policy had to advise Labour
Ministers on the administration of Labour policy. In one of
the main Departments of State, the Treasury, it was found
that there was little difference in the policy of the Labour
Chancellor from that pursued under the previous regime.
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